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News

O’Neill feared the Nationalists as Stormont Opposition

Captain O'Nelll considered the main
justification for payment to a leader of
the Opposition was that he mptumled
alternative
“It was doubtful wmhu dlha nl lhe

THE Stormont cabinet of [ Terence O'Neill

under the Ministerial and Other Offices

Bill of 1964.

Circulating the draft bill to the cabinet
on January 16 1964, the minister of fi

nance, Mr Andrews raised the question
of payment of a salary to the leader of

the Opposition.

“As the drait clause was worded,
Nationalist members could insist on be payment of a salary to the Nationalist  ster

principle.

being recognised as_the numerically

The prime minister felt, however, that
these views were based on the assump-
tion that payment would be made to the

party leader.
i, in the event, the outcome proved to

strongest party In opposition but refuse  different.
to accept the salary. Payment to the  Captain O'Nelll
leader of another party would then be ef-
!cdlﬂly barred.”
government chiel whip recalled

whenever it was availabl

party leader, their reaction might be very

CIIL\IXMW\CG within nationalist circles the head of an

ing and nationalist members
s«rmd likely to adopt a somewhat more  major
that me ‘majority of unionist back ben-  active role in W‘lml
appeared to favour payment In “It should be recalled, moreover, that it
vas a member of the Natonals party
who had enunciated In 1348 the proposi-  tion
tion that it was part of a nationalist's operated.
duty to apply for 'Bnluh money”

The chie whip Shared the prime mink
concern.

continued:

ture.

opposition
could be so duslllcd me Nallom]tsu
were pledged, not to form an alternative
government, but to subvert the constitu-
under which that it

“On numerical strength, the Labour He
party could not be considered an altema- ~ favour recognition as leader of that mem-
tive government in the foreseeable fu-
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£
!
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(The minster ol commerce.,

rcumstances, the best course
‘would Wﬂdbelnlmmlnmlslky

However, the minister of home affairs
argued that it was not necessarily 4 bad

to adopt the principle of could supported

lead to strong pressure from a future bynummmmxnmmm:'aﬁ Wlumwuu‘!'

uprmnmuwmmw. + ., Beult to justify payment dmummam “The Labour party have been given

h“s‘:i:mume e would, no doubt, be cwmlmknlwwpwaumn public notice out of all proportion to

besedin m\nlnptmmulheleada ¥ lhdrrdauvclmmmmdlhaem

Nonhnn_ ireland Labour party was that the  advantages in demonstrating that the

Mwmﬂdb?;gll an assumption of doubt- v':ﬂaﬂl;:‘ mﬂdu!:h m main opositon to the government
validity. forming the proper the province continues to
‘The minister of home alfairs, William  of all constitutional opposition. come! Nationalists.”

Cralg, urged that British constitutional ~ “In the ci e i

thing that there should be a risk of the

Alter further discussion, It was
that the chief whip should take renewed
mmm iings  within the ~ parliamentary
y.

agreed

‘Help to the

Mater’ split

Unionists

Under the 30 Year
Rule 2,000 cabinet
files have just been
released

by the Northern
Ireland Office.

Dr Eamon Phoenix
looks at the
questions which
occupied Captain
Terence O'Neill's
government

THE Unionist government of
Captain Terence O'Neill was
to adopt a more
conciliatory attitude towards the
Catholic Mater Hospital in 1964,
ing to the confidential
ub\nd mﬁ Just

Mater, an acute teaching
hosp(lﬂ had been at the centre of
controversy since

conscientious reasons, it stood
outside the new National Health
Service and became a voluntary

hospital.
In Jam 1964 the ranslu o(
health local

‘William Morgan, drcuhxcd a mcmo
on the Mater issue to his cabinet

colleagues.

Noting that the Nationalist party
had put down a motion In the
House of Commons In favour of
financial assistance for the
hospital, the minister pointed out
that a recent cabinet decision to

into_reliel” the position of the

t Old People's Home, a
similar b\ﬂ Catholic institution,
associated with the Mater Hospital.

with  whom no
arrangement had been made’

If the Mater sought a mnumml
arrangement for the Beechmount
Home it would be unfair to refuse
one”,

A problem arose, wrote Mr

Morgan, in that It would be

impossible In any negotiations to

refuse to discuss payment for the

Mater Hospital's accident and
servi

“It is this question of special
services given by the Mater without
recoupment  from  the
govemment funds that attracts
most public attention.”
In the minister's view, however,

no change should be made In
existing policy without full cabinet
support.

The issue was discussed at a full
cabinet meeting at Pullamenl
Buildings on January 22 1964. The
mlnls(er of health sald lhal there
be presentational
mmmaga if the cabinet decided
to authorise assistance to the
Beechmount Home now rather than
yidd.lng to

parliamentary press
He understood lhal the Mater
Hospital's Incmne from a football
organised by the Young
Phllamhropﬂsu 'was some §114,000
a year and support from this

be-_ diminished “if

¥
released . in_— source. m

finance
avallable.

government chiel whip reported
that a substantial minority felt that
assstance should g0 1o the
hospital's  extem 3
Horwever, a majonty cominued (6
hold that no aid should be offered
outside the state scheme.

The minister of finance, John
Andrews, recalled the _difficult

adopted “a very firm line".

Moreover, when the possibility of
an arrangement had uted
previously, the strength of Back:
bench reaction had forced a

government retreat.

The difficulty was that, while the
original strong line was based on
the premise that no assistance was
available In similar cases in Great
Britain, this view now required

qualification.
However, the minister ol
commerce,  Brian_Faulkner,

considered no concession should
e made n eltion to the Mater or
to Beechmoun

here would, he decided, be
grave poltical dangers In deviating
from the previous firm stand.

Besides, the concession would be
credited to the Northem lreland
Labour party.

For his the minister of
education, MaJor Ivan Neill, feit that
the government had by implication
accepted  the principle
assistance to Beechmount. But on
the larger question of assistance to,
the Mater itsell, the position was
more difficult.

Strong  backbench opposition
had surfaced in the 1950s; and,
a]lhough the climate of opinion had

pnhcy could  have
repercussions in the constituencies
especially so close to an imperial
election.

The minister of labour and
national Insurance, Herbert Kirk,
argued that the government would
continve to be placed In a
delensive position as long as it
could be said that the Mater was
the only voluntary hospital in the
United Kingdom with which no
contractual arrangement been

made.
Summing up, the prime minister
identified three main factors. First,

oppased to aid outside lhe state

Semmﬂy liberal  Protestant
opinion, notably among the Bellasl
middle classes, appeared to
a degree of aid lol the hospﬂa.ls
casualty department

Thirdly, it was dui that, as long
as the present situation continued,
the grievance would be exploited to
the utmost in Great Britain. In his
view, it would be most difficult to
reuse  assistance  to  the
Beechmount Home. The minister of
education agreed: “It would be
constitutionally suspect to aid a
Protestant.  institution _ while
declining to assist a similar Roman
Catholic Institution.”

Alter further discussion, it was
agreed that no tinancial support
should be given to the Mater as
such, but that the refusal should
not be expressed In too intractible
terms.

@ Dr Phoenix Is senlor lecturer

in history at Stranmillis

His book, Northern

Nationalism: Nationalist

Politics, Partition and the

Catholic Mlnorlry in Northern
Just been published

Irtlnn
Ulster Hl.lndt:.l
A-od.\uon

Religious discrimination
under Tory microscope

THE question of minority rights in
Northern Ireland concentrated the
minds of the B]ﬂ ﬁlh&mwvzbv:
government in ormont

net papers reveal.

In January 1964, the British prime
minister, Sir Alec Douglas Home

meeting to discuss allegations of
discrimination In the north.
On January 10 P J Woodfield, a
Downing Street_official Informed
Senator Patrick McGlll, the leading
northern nationalist, that: “The

say that these matters are within
(h(- rrspmsmury of lhe Parliament

m
l!rland

“He has also asked me to draw at-
i

ment of Ireiand Act (1920), and to
the fact that the validity of AIIegect
ly discriminatory statutes or ex

tive action may be tested in “he
courtsollaw.

“In these circumstances, the
prime minister does not think that
t would be right for him to receive
adeputation as you suggest.

® Terrencs O'Nelll, Prime
Illnlnof Northern freland

However, no sooner had this

by Fenner Brockway and Bob Mel-
lish.

The motion called on the govern-
ment to establish a Royal Commis-
sion to Inquire into allegations of
religious discrimination in the com-

position of public authorities and
corporations and their practices,
and in housing, employrmnl and
other spheres In Noﬂhnn Ireland
mdlo recommend actl

motion ronluvrncd the

Westminster Convention which

The opposition motion prompted
the leader of the house to request a
note on the situation from the
Home Office for use in the debate
on February 13 1964,
T‘he Home Office memo stated
hen Irel:

b
crinination . aganst.

houses and in other matters.”

@ Brian Faulkner chief executive in the power-sharing exscutive

Tunnel link with Scotland under review

THE O'Nelll government of 1964
considered the possibility of con-
structing a tunnel connecting the
north to Sco(hnd, Stormont
Cabinet papers reveal.

In a memo, dated December 1964,
the new Minister of Health and
Local Government, Willlam Culx
fNoated the idea promoted by

Permit idea
to stem
flow of Irish

THE British government was con-
sidering a work permit system for
Irish immigrants in the early 1960s.
The 1964 cabinet papers

that the government, and the coun-
|ryasawbole,mb«mﬂnghr
creasingly concemed about

number of people ~arriving In

Britaln for work.
Officials said that there were high
numbers of Irish and Chinese going

cabinet memo said: “Some
people e hattoo mary rshmen
come over that they are a
drunken and undesirable lot, and
that we should do better to keep
them out™.
Plans were drawn up to make
Irish_people subject 10 a work-
voucher scheme.

government. wor
“applauded the fairminded and
tolerant attittde of the present

government mn Ire
towards religious differences in its
area and recall with admiration
that the first appointment made by
the first government of Northern
Ireland was that of the Roman
Catholic, Denis Henry as Lord Chiel
Justice.”

The also toyed with
the Idea of making It illegal for Irish
people to work in Britain without
the pcnmxlon of the ministry of

Bolh these OY“W were ﬂnally

rejected, In

mnloriog of unnwulon levds
from Ireland.

Mlnlsleﬂ hdlev!d it made HD
sense to “control movement
;thooﬂmpumollheamuhb-

Prolessor Wells of Qugen's Univer-
sity. The Idea of a link had long at-
tracted interest.

English
low water, any tunnel across the

North Channel would have to de-
Kmdlnu:lhmnand

take three years to build and cost
jon.

35 mill

The o

Andrews [avoured a full technical
examination” but the Minister ol
Commerce, Brian Faullmer ex-
pressed scepticism about the pro-
ject. The Cabinet to un-

Coleraine
university
campus
plan‘would
cause alarm’

second
university is bound to be clamant.*

the report to the cab-

inet, the minister stated that in

South Africa embarrassed Britain
with use of special powers act

THE South African 's

use of the Northern Ireland special

powers act to Justlly lts ovn

repressive
unbxrvmnmnomeadush

government In 1964, according

the files Just released.

On 11 September 1964, My 1
Hamilton former member

party “have used
]\u\muuon for lhe nactmeat of
ive act the fact that In
Indeed,

Britain has created
a police state in
the six counties of
Northern Ireland
where suspects
are being
summarily thrown
into jail

S African newspaper

stated that “Britain has created a
state In the six countles of

hern Ireland where suspects
summarily thrown Into

kriow
this view reflected the true position
in the north.

The letter prompted Mr Berkeley
oﬁktwhk

requested the Stormont authorities

lndnﬁnulublenvly

his reply of 9 October 1964, Mr

field wrote: “As to the over-

all necessity and justification for

the ‘as recently as the peri-

od 1956 and 1962, six
and 30

errorists.

It was a fact that the special
powers act of 1922 rtmllnedon me
smme book but “the powers ha

invoked only. l&:dun of cx-
lmenerm caused by
subversion.

The olficlal stressed that “no one

detained or inter-
and

confined to
publication”, the United Irishman.
Mr Bloomfleld (mpressed on

to understand this ~ is that ex-
tremist clements in Ireland engage

Inlﬂdlbenleumpda\lupum
Q‘hld&tmu’lﬂl o Northem

overseas  countries.
E'qunny it udnr that :em.ln inter-
h Arica see an op-
pnmmny of distorting information
Ireland In order to

|mmy their own pohds
The Stormont official revealed
that In recent momm the Northern
Ireland received

the north. “We do not belleve that
this  enthuslasm for  Nortl
Ireland Is m\lrdy altruistic In
character”, he concluded.

The Stormont reply was for-
warded to Viscount Dunrossil of
the west and central Alrican
department of the foreign olfice. In
nu nvly 1o the C&uemuve MP,

etary of State,

M: e i et

tormont guvemmml 's defence of
|hesz<hI

In refuting the South African des-
cription of the north as a *|
state”, Mr homn claimed t!
the recent UK general election,
clndldms standing as republicans.

ived [ull access to the alrwaves.
In Non Ireland.




